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Art Unit: 3743 ; . x ■ 

Applicants are apparently employees of International Truck. The prior art 
submitted appears to be largely drawn from patent literature and it is appreciated. The 
Examiner's concern however is different. Are applicants aware of any systems made by 
PACCAR, in particular for their Kenworth or Peterbilt lines, which use the slide-in heater 
core such as claimed in claim 10? The Examiner, by no means, is attempting to 
suggest that applicants have not complied with their duty of disclosure, however the 
Examiner is attempting to enlist applicants' help in obtaining the most relevant prior art. 
Applicants, being in the trucking industry, may have knowledge of air conditioner/heater 
units, which is not available in patent literature. Counsel is requested to make the 
Examiner's request directly to applicants to see if such non-patent prior art is available 
and may have been overlooked when the IDS was prepared. 

Restriction to one of the following inventions is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 : 

I. Claims 1-9, drawn to a combined heating, cooling system and vehicle 
wherein the orientation of the cooler, fan and heater, in that order, on 
opposite sides of the vehicle dash panel is specified classified in class 
296, subclass 208. 

II. Claims 10-14, drawn to a heater/cooler unit with two modules, classified in 
class 165, subclass 202 



The inventions are distinct, each from the other because: 
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Inventions I and II are related as combination and subcombination. Inventions in 
this relationship are distinct if it can be shown that (1) the combination as claimed does 
not require the particulars of the subcombination as claimed for patentability, and (2) 
that the subcombination has utility by itself or in other combinations (MPEP § 
806.05(c)). In this case the combination as claimed does not require the particulars of 
the subcombination as claimed because combination claim 1 recites details of the 
heater mounting with far less specificity than subcombination claim 10 (which recites 
slide slots for the heater and a pulse count actuator). The subcombination has separate 
utility such as by itself entirely within or entirely outside the vehicle passenger 
compartment. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction 
for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have 
acquired a separate status in the art because of their recognized divergent subject 
matter, restriction for examination purposes as indicated is proper. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and the 
search required for Group I is not required for Group II, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 
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A telephone call was made to Mr. Kalfa on September to request an oral election 
to the above restriction requirement, but did not result in an election being made. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must 
include an election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be 
traversed (37 CFR 1.143). 



Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to John Ford at 
telephone number 703-308-2636. S\\ SW\ ) 



